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STATEMENT OP UNDERLYING CRIME, 

,, EVIDENCE EXHIBITS 

INTRODUCTION 

On June 10, 1974, at ^:30 a.m., counsel for John Halls, appellee 

j 

| herein, received a telephone convnunication indicating that an Order had 

j been entered by this Court requiring counsel for both parties, by Wednesday, 

| June 12, 1974, to subrr.it a tactual statement of 8 to 10 pages as to the 

|! 

I underlying crime and the evidence at the Connecticut Superior Court 1 . ^al 
| including a summary of each witness' testimony and a brief description 
j of the exhibits. This Statement is submitted in compliance with said 
j Order. 

I! 

i 

UNDERLYING CRIME 

I -- 

As recited by State's witnesses on March 1, 1970, the deceased body 

I 

| of one Barbara Howell was discovered in a car located in a iirsw 
I National store parking let in Hamden, Connecticut. The deceased had been 
shot sometime during the morning of the sane day. 

I 

EVIDENCE AT TRIM 

! A. Prosecutor's Case 

Jury selection commenced November 4» 1970, and concluded November 9, 

1970 (Trial Transcript, hereafter TT, Vol. i). The taking of evider.ee 
commenced on November 10, 1970 (TT, Vol. II). Jerrold H. Barnett, counsel j 
I for the State herein, was one of the two prosecuting attorneys at the trial. 
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| The State's first witness was William N. Notaro who testified to finding 
thebody of the deceased on March 1, 1970, the location of the car within 
which the body was found, and that he communicated this to the police 
(IT, Vol. 2 pp. 5-14). The next witness was Clarence A.Drunm, a Hamden, 
Connecticut police officer, who testified to going to the scene, determining 

' that the victim was dead, and commencing on investigation together with 

! 

the Detective Bureau (TT, Vol. II, pp. 15-22). The next witness was 

Dr. Sterling P. Taylor, the Medical Examiner for New Haven County, who 

testified that he determined the victim was dead, that the death was 

probably between 9 and 11 a.in., March 1, 1970, end that she had been 
I 

j shot (TT, pp. 25-33). 

Peter Cafano then testified that he was a Hamden Police Detective 
who went to the scene at 2 p.m. on March 1, 1970, that he discovered three 
3 pcnt cartridges and a bullet in the car, that the car was registered to 
' the deceased, that four fingerprints were found on the car, that the 
i pnysical evidence was turned over to a State Police Sargeant McDonald, 

I that he had no idea when the fingerprints were made, that someone may be 


i in a car for a long time and leave no prints, and that he found a IArl 
i * 

cigarette in the car (TT, pp. 3A-57). Dr. Bernard f. Mann then testified 
! a 3 a pathologist that he performed a autopsy on the deceased, found 
j four wounds, two bullets and that deceased died of multiple gunshot wounds. 

! Ho testified through use of a photograph of the corpse, and stated he had 
S no idea of time of death (TT, pp. 53-65). James E. McDonald, a Connecticut 
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! 

I 


| State Police officer then testified that the bullets and cartridges in 
i 

| question came from a . 31 ’ caliber semi-automatic, that he determined that 
! one of the fingerprints an the car belonged to Mr. Ralls, that he 
attempted to find out whose were the other prints in the car, and 
could not, and that there was no weapon delivered from whence the bullets 
originated. (TT, pp 66-96). 

Sergeant ’•-Donald';; testimony formed one or the two bases for the 
order of a new trial by the court below. During his testimony regarding 
the similarity between the one identifiable car fingerprint and Ralls’ 
i fingerprints, Sergeant McDonald used a fingerprint card previously on 
|j record with the Connecticut State Police and showing Ralls' arrest Record, 
i! The Court twice cautioned the jury’ that " ... it night have been just a 

I 

manor matter ..." (TT, pp. 82, 8u) and the actual arrest record was 
ji covered up, but what was shown to the jury was a fingerprint card whose 

j! reverse ’’ide had a sheet of paper covering all but the words "Please 

; 

furnish all additional criminal history and police record on separate 
sheet." (E-'diitit attached hereto). 

The next witness was Malcolm E. McHenry, a Hamden police officer who 

ji 

j: found $ 25.63 in the deceased's wallet at the scene and one ring, (i., pp 
|j Benjamin Rawls then testified that John Rails was his son, that John lived 
with his father at 109 Lilac Street, New Haven, that at 9:30 or 10:00 a.m., 

j March 1, 1970, John drove a car to pick up some clothing for his children 

I I ' 

from Barbara Howell and returned 9:45 a.m. with the clothing and then left 

i 

: 

j 

! 

)! 

I 





r 

» 
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• 

with his brother and sister-in-law, that a child had found a .25 caliber 


t 

\ 

bullet and given it to him, that he didn't see John Ralls again until 


i 

i 

after he was arrested, that he didn't know if a nan talking to Mrs, Howell 


j 

at the car left in her car or not. (TT pp. 103-119), John Cronir. then 



1 

testified that he was a Harden Police officer, and that he had been told 

i 



by Benjamin Rawls that Rawls had found a bullet on John Ralls' bedroon 



; 

floor, that it was now lost, and that he believed it was a .32 caliber 


i 

i 

i ! 

; (TT pp. 120-126). Ada Rawls then testified he didn't act ary different 


i 

on March 1, 1970, from the usual, and that she didn't tell the police 

1 

that John wanted to kill his mother-in-1aw, Barbara Howell. (IT pp. 1. 7-149). 

John D. Cronin then testified that he had taken a statement from Ada 


# 

Rawls to the extent that she had said there was some hostility between 


| 

John Ralls and Barbara Howell. (TT pp. 150-156). Sharon Ralls then 
j 



| testified that she was S years old, and, at various tir.es, that she 



never saw a gun, but her sister said that the sister had, or pernaps .Iharon 

1 


did. (TT pp. 157-161*). Jacquelyn Ralls then testified that she was 9 
years old, and that her sister said her daddy said he was going to hurt 



! her grandmother, but this was stricken, and she then testified she didn't 
j 

| see a gun. (TT pp. 165-163). 

Gwendolyn Ralls then testified, after exclaiming "you did do it", 



| that John Ralls threatened the deceased in May of 1969, and that John 
j Ralls had stabbed the witness in 1969, but the witness hadn't reported it 



j! to the police. (TT pp. 169-175). Donald Rawls then testified that he 
l 

i 

• 






was the brother of John Ralls, that John Ralls had shown him a .32 caliber 
automatic, that his mother told him that John told her that he was goin™ 
to kill her or get his mother-in-law, and that John had or e made a 
statement ta the police about Donald and some color televisions. (TT pp. 
176-195). Thereafter Samuel F. Fowens testified that John Ralls cane 
to his house March 1, 1970 at about 10:30 or sometime after 10:00 a.m. to 
cah a $500.00 check of the U.3. Chemical Company. (TT pp. 196-201). 

Sheila Bowens then testified that John Ralls came to her house cn March U, 
1970, and stated he had not killed Barbara Howell and then police officers 
arrived and arrested him. (TT pp. 20w-205)* 

Donna Burkraan then testified that she and John Ralls both worked 
for U.5. Chemical Company, that in February, 1970,' John halls had threatened 
to kill his mother-in-law, that a blank chock had been taken from the 
Company and was subsequently cashed in the amount of $590.00 and returned 
with the signature of Mr. Grossman, the authorised person, on it, as well 
as John Ralls and Samuel Dowens, that four other •kecks ar.d $30.00 
cash were also taken from the Company (TT pp. 206—236)• Charles 
Cook then testified that he worked with John Ralls and that Ralls had, 
about February, 1970, showed Cook a black gun. (TT pp. 206-220). 

Malcolm E. McHenry, testified again saying that he arrested Ralls, 
that he gave him his warnings, that Ralls then possessed four checks, 
that subsequently Ralls stated that on February 23, 1970, his car broke 
down in front of bunkin' Donut in V.’est Haven and on March 1, 1970, he 
had walked to the deceased's to get some clothing and asked if she could 


i 
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take him to Dunkin' Donut for his car, that she drove him home to drop 
off the clothing, then to Donkin Donut -..here he got his car started 
jj between 10:15 and 10:30 a.n.,and the deceased left, and that Ralls 
;j denied his guilt, but said he knew he would get the blame, so he ros 
| ! away. (TT pp. 235-265). James Senior then testified that he saw 
|| John Rolls between 10:30 and 11:00 a.n. on March 1, 1570, he thinks, 

I on foot at Ashmun, Munson and Henry Streets, and the witness stopped 
h his car and gave Ralls a lift to Winchester Avenue. (TT pp. 265-77"). 

|i Joseph J. Figaro then testified that he is a police oifleer, win on duty 
in the Dunkin Donuts area on February 23, 1670, and received no c”p- ant - 

} i 

I 

( of a disabled car. 

Henry Gulley then testified he worked at Dunkin' Donuts at or ;Lsut 

I I ' 

|| 5 a .r,. C n March 1, 1570, and that he hadn't seen any cars parked as i-a—a 

i 1 v;ould have been during that time, but that he was quite bu y -hen. v .. 

i 

j| pp. 281-254). 

Percy Fuller then testified that he works next door to Dunkin' 

■ Donuts and that as far as he knew, he couldn't remember if there was a 

car there that morning. (IT pp. 235-238). James L. Jensen then testified 

i; that he didn't know if gas was bought from his station by Ralls that 
! 

| morning of March 3, 1970. (TT PP . 285-292). Eruce Bartholomew then 
! testified that John Ralls did not come to his station on March 1, 1571. 

(TT pp. 292-29/,). William Hondo then testified for the State that he was 


i 







I 

i 


a police officer and it took him a certain period to walk within a 
certain area of New Haven. (IT pp. 294-295). John D. Cronin then 
testified again, also regarding distances and driving speeds. (TT 
pp. 298-304). 

At that point the State rested. 

D. Defense Case 

The defense presented no witnesses or exhibits. 

EXHIBITS 

A list of the exhibits before the Court is appended hereto. 

CHARGE 

Because of its importance to the decision of the Court below, a portion 
of the additional instructions to the jury by the trial court is appended. 
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Q okay. No.-, to cjot lock to tlii, f inrjorpr tnt, 1 
bo 1 love you testified tliat there >'.,'o five lolonl prints 
dollvorod to you by Detective Cofeno of the Hamden Police 

Doportmont? A lo-, sir. 

Q Did you comporo ony of them ,-ith fimjorprints 

of John Rolls the dofondant in this cose? 

A Yes, 1 did. 

Q Did you find, in your opinion, os to .■■hetlior or 
not ony of the Intents cor, pored favorably with the flmjcr- 
print card of John Ralls? _ 












A Ye.;, T did. 

" ^ Showing you this fingerprint card, Sorgennt, can 

you toll no whose finyorprint card that U? 

A This is a fingerprint card of John Halls, vhich 

w0 , on file at the Bureau of Tdontification, nl.oC.S.P.I. 
227299. 


q What is the C.S.R. number? 

J A It is a control burooa for ell the criminal 

arrest record;, in the Stale of Connecticut. 
q A11 right. 


THS COURT: Just a moment. 1 ought to 
cm.ti.rn tl.i, jury ot tl.i.. particular tine. U...I 
whatever it -as, it right have been jun <• ,j,,or 
matter. I don't i»“- ‘ho 'r.lcnt of )l. It .lr,c n l 
affect thi* ease, nor it it ini r.Klnco.1 for that 


purpose . 

MR. SIT.RAUDV.O: Ho ilively not. 

Wl. DoMAYO; 1 think at this point the jury 

ought to ho excused. 

TIE COURT: All right. 1 • 111 0KCa, '° 1,,c 


jury. 


(The jury left the courtroom.) 



DoMAYO: 


Your 1! nor, 


• c vent through o 


rather elaborate precaution to 
of -vhcro this card came from. 

TIE COURT: 1 cm .-are the 
kno/ about it. 


avoid any mention 


. itno u. (li dn 1 t 






D»BfcWi tiut ho .'.Uouldr.' t !,sv0 l ' eon 

idcnUfy lhlb „ choneo t0 

>"- SrSr " ’ w lhU ...... not 

k t„o further quo*, t ton »- to 

.-.lno anything about the *«» * 

—^ 

.-onoo, '.iU kn0 ' v 1 * J ' 

H coMaion •'°n j0 < Ufl about to 

. tpbcn frora somoplo® 0 * om 
o be tev.cn conporod 

lk k the question Mother op not 3 
Lhosc prints. 

T1K C ° URT: 1 u '" i J0 ,ft foot it it grounds 

cootion th. 30 Py - “• d#el „. . . 1 .- 

nt this point, to 

£0r “’ . u ls dont.opou.ty PO.t close to 

tpiol, but I think it 

lt * n .. AY0 . , ,U. .«» foP-Loittfi" 1 ’ 

/ D -''" AY °- u BO d not., on 

✓ , ..til ovorrulc tt, 

TllK COURT: 1 WJl1 

oxcoption, nnnor. 

*. ootuvo: Tbonk you. your »onor 

tik count-, you rocaU Ul ° Jurj ’ 

. to the courtrootr,; 

(Tho jury returned to tn 

u Vou may procood. 

THR COURT. Thank you. , „ 

r:: it.. *.t «»out, *«*•«.. 

» - - •• - z:zz:: 






TH£ COURT: Okoy. I *vont to caution t!.o 
jury again, that I don't know whnt the oxtont it 
covers. rfhethor it night hnvo boon some minor 
natter, or it uny have been on application for 
employment. You ore not to give it ony moro 
•voi<jht than that. This wan i: being tried hate 

on this caso only. 

f-31 . srEUAHDr.O: May it ba marked, your Honor? 
Till-' COURT: It may be worked Stoic's Exhibit 

S. 

(The obovo-flsentioned fingorprint cord of 
John Rolls uos received and marked Stato's -Exhibit 



I 
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<V»:o jury dolih jiz&Lci\s et or c 

i 2:l£ p.u.) 

(At or c'>eai if: 00 p.n. the following occurred:) 
TiS OOUIVf: Uobu.so cur !>ossic;i. Vo a c.y 


call tho jury. 

(Tho jury roturnod to ttio eenrtrcm.) 

HIS COLT.?: l hove cr.llcd yc*ii oil f.ocmso of 
tho hour. X rn rot try icy to harry year ih 3 ret'- v 
et ell. I went you to Ley© ti:..a cr.ouvh to c< us loot* 
tbon, end corridor thsr» with ell tho thought t J et 
you ecu, M&wcvor, I wcr.ld like* to knew if it i/i 
o nettor of o ccuplo of hoars, I can send cut. r. d 
(jot bcuchvf.ch.es. If it As c uzittor of r'-re th n 
that, cad yen west to have diersor, it cm ho 


errengod. I cun sort! cat cud roho those rrro: 
coats. I cannot cllow you to leave* Loforo 1 have 
sc-:ae> sort of g verdict. . __ 

Von ccn?.d roodily coo, if aotcobody tot nick 

\ 

Gvortiight, I would hnvo to declare o nit'tsriol, 
ecd this ceso weald hovo to start oil over ryciu. 
It would bo on ir:passifcllity. . ' 

./ Is anybody in c position to toll U3 he*; 

long you fool that you went, or whothor sond* ici.es 
would do, or would you ll’ao a sit-do-vu dic.r.cr? 

A JUSOH: I think it i* going to to a whilo. , 
Tl!S CO’jriT: That is all I nocnl to knew. You 


t:sy retire to tho jury rctua, end crrongci-vonti; will 






